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QUESTION : Is it proper for a judicial candidate to personally telephone a potential
donor, request his support, and then hand the phone to a committee fund-
raiser who then solicits a donation?

ANSWER:  No. One of the main reasons for Canon 5B(2) is to prevent donors from
feeling pressured by individual judges to contribute to their campaigns.
Preventing this “political pressure” is one of the main ways the integrity
and impartiality of the judiciary as a whole is preserved.

This question was raised by a judicial candidate regarding a fund-raising method
being recommended by professional fund-raisers. The process is simple: The candidate
calls a potential donor and talks to him seeking support. Then the candidate says:
“Would you mind speaking with one of my campaign people?”” The phone is then
handed to a committee fund-raiser who solicits a campaign contribution.

Unanimously, the Judicial Ethics Committee agrees that this fund-raising method
violates the main reason for the language of Canon 5B(2). Separating the judicial
candidate from the fund-raising process preserves, to the greatest extent possible, the
integrity and impartiality of the judiciary in a system where judges are elected.

Delegating the fund-raising function to the campaign committee serves to erect a
wall between the candidate and the donor.
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